UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Paintiff,
V.

ALLIED WASTE INDUSTRIES, INC., and
SUPERIOR SERVICES, INC.,

Defendants.
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EXPLANATION OF ANTITRUST PROCEDURES AND PENALTIES ACT

The United States submits this short memorandum summarizing the procedures prescribed
by the Antitrust Procedures and Penalties Act, 15 U.S.C. 8§ 16(b)-(h) ("APPA"), which appliesto
civil antitrust cases brought and settled by the United States.

1. Today, the United States has filed a Complaint, a proposed Final Judgment, and a
Hold Separate Stipulation and Order between the parties by which they have agreed that the
Court may enter the proposed Final Judgment following the United States' s compliance with the
APPA.

2. The United States soon will file a Competitive Impact Statement relating to the
proposed Final Judgment [15 U.S.C. § 16(b)].

3. The APPA requires that the United States publish the proposed Final Judgment and

the Competitive Impact Statement in the Federal Reqgister and in certain newspapers at least sixty

days prior to entry of the proposed Final Judgment. The notices will inform members of the



public that they may submit comments about the proposed Final Judgment to the United States
Department of Justice, Antitrust Division. 15 U.S.C. 8§ 16(b)-(c).
4, During the sixty-day period, the United States will consider, and at the close of that

period respond to, any comments that it has received, and it will publish the comments and its

responses in the Federal Register.

5. After the expiration of the sixty-day period, the United States will file with the
Court the comments and its responses, see 15 U.S.C. 816(d), and it may ask the Court to enter
the proposed Final Judgment unless it has decided to withdraw its consent to entry of the
proposed Final Judgment, as permitted by Section IV (A) of the Hold Separate Stipulation and
Order.

6. If the United States requests that the Court enter the proposed Final Judgment after
compliance with the APPA, the Court may enter the proposed Final Judgment without a hearing,
if it finds that the proposed Final Judgment isin the public interest. 15 U.S.C. 816(e)-(f).

Dated:

Respectfully submitted,

David R. Bickel

DC Bar # 393409

Antitrust Division

U.S. Department of Justice
1401 H Street, NW, Suite 3000
Washington, D.C. 20530
(202) 307-1168



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

|, David R. Bickel, hereby certify that on May 12, 2000, | caused a copy of the foregoing
Explanation of Antitrust Procedures and Penalties Act to be served on each defendant by hand-
delivery and by mailing copies of the pleading first-class, postage prepaid, to a duly authorized
legal representative, as follows:

Counsel for Defendant Allied Waste Industries, Inc.
Tom D. Smith

Jones, Day, Reavis & Pogue

51 Louisiana Avenue, NW

Washington, DC 20001-2113

Counsel for Defendant Superior Services, Inc.
James T. McKeown
Foley & Lardner
777 East Wisconsin Avenue
Milwaukee, W1 53202-5367
and
Joseph D. Edmondson, Jr.
Foley & Lardner
3000 K Street, NW
Washington, DC 20007

David R. Bickel, DC Bar #393409
U.S. Department of Justice
Antitrust Division

Litigation Il Section

1401 H Street, NW, Suite 3000
Washington, DC 20005



